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Date: August 31, 2007 
To. Director, Jack Harvey, Technology Center 2100 
Fax No.: 571-273-8300 
Confirmation No. 3943 
From: Nils E. Pedersen 
Number of pages being transmitted, 
Please direct all questions 
RE: Serial No- 10/611,937 (Takjashi HASHIMOTO 



including this cover sheet: 9 

Joncerning the transmittal of these pages to Nils E. Pedersen. 
etal.), filed July 3, 2003 



MESSAGE: 



This message is intended Tor the individual or 
and exempt from disclosure under applicable 
delivering ihe message to the intended recipient you 
in reliance on the contents of this communicat ion 
immediately by telephone and return the Ori 



CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE 

n entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged, confidential 
law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the agent responsible for 
>u are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or the taking of any action 
is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us 
message to us at the abovfe address via the U.S. Postal Service. 
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Technology Center 2100 
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Attn: Directo r Jack Harvey 



Dear Mr. Harvey, 



This letter is in regard to 
partner in our firm and the supe] visor 
application in front of the Office 



We wanted to bring you : 
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URGENT 



John T. Miller 
Jo««pl» M. Gorold* 

Jay Jf. WITHnma* 
Ainy E. Soluaid* 
Kr.nnotli W. Md«* 
Wftllor C- Flrdfler 
Andrew Duulap 
Willi am R. Schmidt" 
Benjamin A. Tnulu 
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♦Memiwr * &ar « Aer 
than P.C., p tactic* i» Ziukfwrf 
to mattcri and p*-o<«*dln& 
before ftiWl Canau 



Re: 



US. Patent Application 
Takashi HASHIMOTO et al. 
Serial No. 10/611,937' 
O p-Reft 2003 0881 A/ALD/01 903 



the above-referenced application. I am writing to you as a 

of the attorney, Mr. Andrew Dunlap, that is prosecuting the 



w v „cuuvu w ™— & ; attention to a situation regarding this application. Briefly stated, 
the issue concerns the interpretation of the claim language. Because we find the Examiner's- 
position in the case to be, honestly, quite incredible, and nowhere near what could be considered 
the "broadest reasonable" constjjuction of the claim language, we felt that we needed to contact 
you. 



The current Examiner is 
former Examiner in the case was 
term "plurality" does not necessarily 
Form and the Advisory Action 



Tonia Meonske, and her supervisor is Alfred Kindred; the 
Mr, Vincent Lai. The Examiners are taking the position that the 
mean "more than one," Please see the Interview Summary 
ihat is attached hereto. 



During 



The basic language that 
Mr. Dunlap had conducted an 
Kindred on June 27, 2007. 
relevant claim, did in fact requife 
invention would be 
plurality of second processing 



is at issue is the phrase "a plurality of second processing units." 
interview with Examiner Vincent Lai and Supervisor Alfred 
^ the interview they took the position that if claim 16, the 
more than one second processing unit, then the claimed 
distinguishable over the prior art. Mr. Dunlap pointed out that the phrase "a 
i" requires there to be more than one second processing unit. 



vmts" 
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Mr. Dunlap pointed out that not 
"plurality" clearly indicates that 



As you can see from the 



NO. 3952 P. 3/9 



only is the word "unit 1 ' used in its plural form, the word 
there must be more than one unit. 

Advisory Action, Examiner Meonske and Mr. Kindred continue 
,u take the writton^aphaa lity of second processing units" can be interpreted to be met by a 
reference having a single secon< processing unit. My understanding is that part of the process m 

• ^\ , . *t > ■ z» 4. *i t?^™^™».V •rt^citirkvi ann Tint that the 



to 



the interview was to make sure 



hat this was in fact the Examiner's position, and not that the 
reference was somehow'being interpreted to have a plurality of the claimed second processing 
units; the Advisory Action fiu^r makes to 

amend the claims to trecite that there are "at least two" units at 
use we did not feel that this changed the scope of coverage in 
amazingly enough, thje Examiner considers this to be a new 



It.) 



Our client even agreed 
the Examiner's suggestion, because 
any way whatsoever. However, 
issue. 



I have to say, in my foui 
of prosecuting patent applicatio is 
position being maintained by - 
incredible, and the only conclus ion 
client to file an RCE when sue! 
that I raised this situation at a ^ 
majority are former Examiners, 
them could believe that this portion 



It is my hope that your i 
rationality to the Office 5 s handing 
8206 if you would like to 



Otherwise, I thank you 
the hope that we can in fact" av<fid 
handling of the case. 



years as an Examiner with the Office, and in my nineteen years 
since then, 1 don't think I have ever seen such an outlandish 
an Examiner and a Supervisor. I find it, frankly, quite 
I C an reach is that the Office is simply trying to force our 
; is in feet neither necassary nor appropriate. I also have to say 
eekly meeting with the other attorneys in our office, of which the 
including Primary Ex&iiiiners and one former SPE. None of 
was being seriously taken by the Office. 



intervention & this situation will help return some sense of 
of this case. Please feel free to give me a call at 202-721- 
discufes it. 



^ ery much for any consideration you can give to this situation in 
anymore unnecessary expense to our client due to the Office's 



Yours very truly, 

WENDEROTH, LIHD & PONACK, L.L.P. 




Nils E. Pedersen 



NEP/krg 
Enclostues 
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Interview Summary 



All participants (applicant, applicant's r 

(2) Alford Kindred.' 

Date of Interview: 27 Juno 2007 . 



apresentative, PTO personnel): 

^ Andrew Dunfop . 

. W . 



* Type: a)K Telephonic b)Q Video 
c)D Personal (copy given to 



Exhibit shown or demonstration < 
' If Yes, brief description: , 



conducted: d)[]Ye$ e)g|No. 



Claim(s) discussed: lg. 
IdenUflcatlon of prior art discussed: 
Agreement with respect to the claims 



Bi ker et fl/ (U.S. Mont # BP. 



])□ was reached. g)n was not reached. h)g)N/A. 



Substance of Interview including desc 
reached, or any other comments: vSee 



(A fuller description, if necessary, and 
allowable, if available, must be 
allowable is available, a summary 



a 

attached 
thereof 



THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04) 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD 
INTERVIEW DATE. OR THE MAILING ' 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE 
requirements on reverse side or on 



SUBSTANCE 
attached 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form 
Attachment lo,a signed Office aclton. 
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HASHIMOTO ET AL 


Examiner 


Ait Unit 




Vincent Lai 


2181 





^Conference 

!)□ applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 



iption of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
Continuation Sheet 



copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
must be attached.) 



THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OT THE 
\A) If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed. APPLICANT JS 
, OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS I =TOM THIS 
DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
OF THE INTERVIEW, See Summary of Record of Interview 
sheet. 




i nless il i$ an 



^ JflD KINDRED 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



Examiner's signature, if required 



Interview SuiWary 



Paper NO. 20070627 

PAGE 5I9 * RCVD AT 8131/2007 4:48:27 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-2/3 * DNIS:27383Q0 * CSID:202 721 8250 * DURATION (mm-ss):02-34 



Best Available Copy 

AUG. 31 2007 5:47PM 



NO. 3952 



P. 6/9 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Continuation of Substance of Interview 
agreement was reached, or any other 
specificically wehre on figures 2 and 5 of 
discussed his contention that there can 
claims can be broadly interpretted that 
(which is a contention of Mr. Dunlap that 
Dunlap suggested an amendment of "a ( 
overcome the reference of record based 



Application No, 10/811,937 

including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
comments: Mr. Dunlap discussed the limitations of claim 18, pointing out 
the application where e^ch limitation can be found. Mr. Dunlap then 

t be one selector fountf in the Baker reference. Examiner contends that the 
(lJ one second data processing unit exists and thus the one selector of Baker 
* still has to be reviewed by the Examiner) woutd read onto the claims. Mr. 
I ilurality of at least two second data processing unit," which would appear to 
on the current understanding of the reference by the Examiner. 



only I 
oily i 
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10/611,937 



Examiner 
Tonia L. M^onsko 



HASHIMOTO ETAL 



Art Unit 
21 Bl 



-Th* UAIUNQ DATE of iftfe comm a &o„ appiers on the dorer sheet wun vm ^e SP o"dence address ~ 
_j/,e wwuurvu APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

THE REPLY FILED Q? August 2007 FAILS TO F LACE THIS ^ICATtON ou abandonment of 

1. The reply was filed after a final rejection b. it prior to or onto earned y » W^JS 5225. or other evidence, which . 
this application, applicant must time* fi e one of the folding reptea. ( ) « amjjmwj • ^ 37 CFR 41 . 31; <* (3) 

a > S^SLforrepiyexpireseimonthsfronr the mailing dateof the ^«J e ^" „ |he final ^^er is later. In 

b □ Tne period for reply expires on: (1) the mal log date of th« Advfeory , *tfh ^^^^E^^^na, rejee tion. 

have been Hied te the date for purposes of determine, the period of atenston and ^*^ r ^^7 re Tor(glnally set In the final Office action; or (2> ae 
tray reduce any earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

^rl^TtKMBroposed amendments) filed after a final rejection. tHd pilot to ^ 01 *"j"fi 8 ''^TChS.Sp entored because 
<d)0 'T^pre'^iMlldnal d^*i«.«lc.r«^n9.cc^poMlr,™mr»,<rf«n.lly re*** ckta. 

non-allowable clalm(s). e.»f P rBd or b) D will be entered and an explanation of 

7 153 For Durooses of appeal, the proposed an endment(s): a) El wi« not.be entered, or dj lj wm 
W how or claims would bo rejected is provided below or appended 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) a* follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: 

Claim(s) objected to:. 



Clalm(s) rejected: 16-20 . 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 

showing a good and sufficient reasons w .y it is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 cm * , '™^ H 
1 0 □ TrTeLTor other evidence is entere d. An elation of the status of the claims after entry ,s below or attached . 

12. □ Note the attached Information Disclosure 

13. □ Other . 



: Statement®. (PTO/SP/QB) Paper No(s). 




I. /M.£qa/£J6s 



Advlsiry Action Before the Filing W an Appeal Brief Part of Paper No. 20070809 
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Continuation of 3, NOTE: The newly added limitation 
16 claims "a plurality of second data processing 
Merriam-webster's online dictionary defines plura 
have one second data pricessing unit you have a 
scope ofthe claims and would require a further 



in claim 16 "at least two" woidd require a further search and/or consideration. Claim 
This limftaiton does not require "at least two second data processing units 
,Jhr ks "a number greater man another. Since one is greater than zero, then when you 
{US dIb processing units. Therefore the proposed limitation changes the 
and/or consideration. 
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